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EDITORIAL NOTES. 


The position and duties of Veterinary Surgeons 
under the Pleuro-Pneumonia Act led to a lively 
debate at a special meeting of the Scottish Metro- 
politan Veterinary Society last week. Three reso- 
lutions were carried---(1) “That the position of a 
veterinary inspector under the new Pleuro-Pneu- 
monia Act is beneath the status and dignity of a 
veterinary surgeon, and some of the duties he is 
called upon to perform are foreign to the nature of 
his calling.”—(2) “ That the meeting memorialise 
the Board of Agriculture to afford veterinary in- 
spectors reasonable facilities by post-mortem exam- 
ination for proving the accuracy of their diagnosis 
before making a declaration.” —(3) ‘That instead 
of being compelled to send the lungs to London for 
examination, the veterinary inspector of the district 
should consult with the veterinary surgeon for the 
county, and with a veterinary surgeon acting for 
the owner, and only in cases of dispute should the 
lungs be sent to London. 


The discussion made it very clear that the mem- 
bers of the Society were not all of the same opinion 
as to what the new Act required and what would be 
the procedure adopted in outbreaks, and Mr. Thomp- 
son, of Glasgow, went so far as to say “the meeting 
misunderstood the Act entirely.” There has un- 
doubtedly been some misunderstanding, and the 
letter read by Professor Williams from Mr. Cope 
helps to clear up some of it. We were afraid the 
Central Authority meant entirely to ignore the 
local organisation which had existed for years, but 
this is not so. The district and county inspectors 
will be employed as before. The procedure will be 
this :—Any person suspecting his stock to be suffer- 
ing from pleuro-pneumonia will report to the police 
who will call in the local veterinary inspector, and 
he will diagnose the case as usual. If he suspect 
pleuro he will report to the local and also direct to 
the Central Authority. The Board of Agriculture 
then will direct that animal to be killed under the 
Pith =o of the veterinary inspector, who must 
sorward the lungs to the Board. When the Board’s 
— has confirmed the inspector’s diagnosis a 
. inspector is sent down to take charge of 

€ infected place and see all regulations carried vut. 

18 officer does not supersede the veterinary in- 
oe simply does on the spot for the Board 
ca under the old rules, was done by the officials 
rl, e Local Authority. The slaughtering of the 
ch ected herd is carried out under the supervision of 
inspector, who examines each carcase 
it ot and, in addition, has to decide whether 

shall be buried or is fit for consumption. 


If this be a correct ‘statement of the proceedings 
to be adopted—and we believe it is—the local in- 
spectors are not to be superseded, and they have 
rather more work to do at each outbreak than be- 
fore. None of the duties, unless it be sending 
the lungs jto London, gives the slightest warrant 
for the first resolution of the 8.M.V.S. Resolution 
No. 2 really asks too much, It is rather a cool 
request to be ‘allowed to kill a patient before de- 
claring our diagnosis. It reads like a confession 
of weakness. Resolution No. 3 provides for send- 
ing the Lungs to London ,in cases of dispute, but 
suggests a complete primary examination by three 
local veterinarians. This would never do—delay 
would always be incurred, and disputes would be 
frequent—only in the end to be settled by a tri- 
bunal to which it is practically simpler to go at 
once and jalways. ‘The Central Authority has to 
pay, and it is not unreasonable that they?should have 
some direct control over an opinion which entails 
the slaughter of a large or valuable herd of cattle. 
The little excitement caused by a misunderstanding 
of our position will have done no harm if it leads 
to a clearer view of our duties under the New Act, 
which we hope will be a great success. 


It was understood last year thatthe Annual Meeting 
of the National Veterinary Association in 1890 would 
be held in Dublin towards. the end of August. 
During the last three or four weeks numerous in- 
quiries have been made as to when the meeting 
would be held. | We have been unable to supply 
any information, and this week Mr. Walker sends 
us a letter on the subject which implies that no 
meeting will be held. The President or the Secre- 
tary should let the profession know at once what 
the hitch is and who is to blame—if any one. 


Readers of the Medical Journals know that for 
some months past Army Surgeons have been trying 
to induce the War Office to give them a more mili- 
tary title. Their excuse is that it would improve 
their position and thus make them more effective. 
Opponents say it is only a snobbish attempt to 
appear as something which they are not. The 
latest phase of this important question turns upon 
a frightful outrage to the whole medical profession 
committed by some one who inadvertently men- 
tioned Chaplains, Veterinary Surgeons, and Doc- 
tors in the same sentence. This is deeply re- 
sented, and we confess was rather inconsiderate. 
We know of only one objection to calling all army 
surgeons ‘Colonels’ and that is that in about ten 
years they would agitate to be called ‘ Generals.’ 
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CASES AND ARTICLES. 


AN INTESTINAL CALCULUS. 
By A. E. Mertam, M.R.C.YV.S., Birmingham. 


The subject a 6 year old bay cart horse belonging 
to a firm of millers in this city, was reported to me 
suffering from gripes, on Friday, July the 18th, 
1890. 1 went to see him and found him occasionally 
showing symptoms of colic, pulse 48, respiration 
very slightly accelerated, temperature one degree 
above normal. He had eaten nothing of his food ; 
abdomen slightly tympanitic, there had been voided 
a small quantity of foeces. After rectal exploration 
1 diagnosed impaction of the colon. Ordinary colic 
drinks had been given. Enemata were ordered, 
and the usual remedies prescribed. The colicky 
pains returned at irregular intervals during the day, 
so I ordered him into the infirmary io have him 
under observation. ‘Towards evening the pain became 
more intense and the pulsations increased ; chloral 
hydrate and chlorodyne were given alternately and 
the enemata repeated. A sinapism was applied to 
the abdomen, followed by hot fomentation. There was 
still no passage of feces, so about midnight I resolved 
totry a hypodermic injection of physostigmine but be- 
yond increasing the pain there wasno result, (I had 
previously given him 6 drs. of aloes and over a pint of 
linseed oil). Medicine was given during the night 


to relieve the spasms, and early next morning 


another dose of physostigmine. About nine o’clock 
he passed a calculus, weighing when washed 18} oz. 
in shape like an old fashioned cottage loaf, the sur- 
face like a mosaic of pyramidal shaped spiculescemen- 
ted together by mineral matter, its chemical con- 
stituents I have not ascertained but to the naked eye 
they look like flint. He had not much pain dur- 
ing the day, but the bowels remained inactive until 
six o’clock in the evening, when he had a fairly good 
motion. ' Afterwards the bowels became active but 
the purgation was not nearly sv much as I ex- 
pected. He made a speedy recovery and since has 
been regularly at work. 

He had been in the possession of his present owners 
about eighteen months, and the method of feeding 
adopted precludes any possibility of applying to 
him the old excuse ‘ He was a Miller’s hcrse.” 


AN ANEURISM IN THE REGION OF THE 
BICEPS FEMORIS. 


On June 3rd I was asked to see an ancient cab 
horse with swelling on the off hip. It first appeared 
some weeks prior to the above date, and the owner said 
had increased in size. It was situated below the hi 
joint, and a little above a line drawn from the stifle 
joint, to the semi-membranosus muscle across the 
thigh. It fluctuated and gave all the characteris- 
tics of a somewhat deep seated abscess; an incision 
had been previously made by Mr. Stanley, who also 
diagnosed it as an abscess and ordered fomentations 
I] proceeded to evacuate it and as is my usual cus. 


tom used my fingers as a probe to break down the 
connective tissue. It took me some time, I put 
this down to the abundant fascia lata, moreover I had 
felt the “cold steel,” he was light-heeled; but even- 
tually I got my finger into a cavity. After break- 
ing down the sac I withdrew it, followed bya 
deluge of blood. Lown I was scared, could it be 
an aneurism? the yard was as bad as a slaughter- 
house. 1 was saturated, and as soon as possible plug- 
ged the incision with dry tow. In this way the 
hoemorrhage was arrested, and I tied him up short 
for a couple of days, when through a misunder- 
standing he was sent home a distance of amile. On 
arrival he commenced to bleed again and I was 
fetched inahurry. I replugged the wound, and 
told the owner I thought he had better be slaugh- 
tered, and as I wished ‘to make a post-mortem ex- 
amination he was to tell me where I could do it, 
unfortunately I have not heard from him since. 

I record this case because abscesses in the hip 
are comparatively common, and because I do not 
think there is any case on record of an aneurism in 
this region. The symptoms of aneurism were 
totally absent, and there is no large artery here that 
I am aware of; in future, however, I shall be cir- 
cumspect in evacuating so large a cyst until I have 
used an aspirator or some similar instrument to 


determine its contents. 
A. E. Merram. 


OSTEO-POROSIS, 
By C. Pack, M.R.C.V.S., Lymington. 


In March last I was asked to examine the mouth 
of a mare pony rising four years old as she was said 
to be unable to masticate her food properly. The 
teeth were regular but the incisors appeared very 
short and the gums swollen. 

I lanced the gums and ordered soft food fora 
time. A fortnight later, as she appeared ,to have 
derived little or no benefit, I rasped the molars. and 
after that I saw no more of her until one day in 
July I was asked to attend her for lameness. 

I found her very lame on the near hind leg with 
little or no swelling, but the hock and fetlock joints 
were very hot, and it was with difficulty she could 
be induced to put the limb to the ground. [ was 
informed that about a month previous to this she 
had gone lame on the near fore but with rest had re- 
covered. I noticed the face was swollen and that she 
masticated her food with difficulty, the teeth having 
become irregular. I stimulated the hock and fet- 
lock, and next day she was standing on it much 
better, but the off hind leg appeared now to be in a 
similar condition to the near when first seen. When 
down she could not rise without assistance. Tw? 
days later the off fore leg was affected in the same 
way, and the increase in size of head had become 
more marked. I advised her to be destroyed as 


emaciation was rapidly advancing. This was not 
done for a week, when I secured the head for ex- 
amination. On removing the tissues I found the 
bones considerably rarefied, soft, yielding to pressure 
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easily, blood oozed from the surface. and they could | 
be cut quite easily with an ordinary scalpel. The 
alveoli of the superior maxilla were so diseased that 
several of the molars fell away. The inferior 
maxilla was also considerably rarefied and soft, and 
the articular cartilage completely removed from the 
condyles. I tried later to obtain some of the other 
bones for examination but unfortunately they had 
gone to the dogs. 

Not having met with a similar case before I con- | 
clude they are somewhat rare. 


IMPACTION OF THE STOMACH. 


shady field and the man said “he will sit on his 
haunches and walk backwards, althougk I try and 
prevent him.” I then gave 20m. of Physo- 
stigmine and said I would call in the evening, for I 
felt that my, horse would recover as he passed a 
quantity of gas and some hard glairy covered faces. 
I returned about 9 o’clock, and gave a further dose 
of Physostigmine and shortly could hear the bowels 
rumbling ; about one o’clock he passed a quantity of 
gas and nearly a barrowful of faces. I never have 


‘seen so much passed in so short a time, for it seemed 
_ as if he was never finished ; the horse then gave a 


deep sigh and seemed quite comfoitable. Very 
careful dieting was pursued for three days, the 


By W. Mots, M.R.C.V.S., Hamilton, Ontario, | wounds on face, neck, shoulders. ribs, hips and 
ciapiamainiap fetlock joints dressed with Carbolic Liniment, and 
Particulars of a case of Impaction of the Stomach | @ few day’s gentle exercise completed the case. . 
in a horse, with the alarming symptom of persist- I should be glad to hear if any one has met with 
ently sitting on his haunches like a dog, must | cases of complete recovery after the generally 
always be interesting, but doubly so when.‘as in this, death-symptom of sitting on the haunches has been 
recovery takes place. I was called to see a bay noticeable for so long a period as twelve hours. I 
horse, seven years old, of the Shire class, the pro- attribute the recovery of this animal entirely to the 
perty of Mr. Goodman, Barton, near Hamilton, about , "Se of Physostigmine and abstaining from exhibiting 

10.30, p.m, with the message that the animal had “a any fluid medicine by the mouth. 
powerful of in his tovek.” Cc | 
my arrival I found the animal presenting all the 
usual signs of spasmodic colic. salle 40, etaiieithen SHOULD LATIN BE OPTIONAL ? 
laboured, about ten per minute, temperature By Joun Arxryson, F.R.C.V.S. 
100 F. attempted to give a colic draught con- 
sistingofSp.Chloroform, Sp.Ammon. AromEth., Nit, The gentleman who signs himself ‘ M.R.C.V.S,” 
but the animal obstinately refused totake it, and the , is certainly more classical than logical. The ques- 
pain was so acute that he fell during the atterapt, | tion is not whether Latin is useful or not. ‘Ihe 
the small quantity that was forced “down seemed to question is whether it should be made compulsory. 
give the animal excruciating pain as shown by his If it bea man with a good English education, a fair 
rolling, twisting, getting up and down, and general knowledge of German or French,and passable in all 
excitement. _othersubjects he will be rejected by our Matriculation 
I enquired of the attendant how the animal had ‘as insufficiently educated for our ranks ; whilst 
been fed that day and found that by an oversight another with a little knowledge of Latin, no know- 
the animal had had twice his usual allowance. I ledge of any other language except English and 
immediately came to the conclusion that I had a_ passable in other subjects will be accepted. If, on 
severe case of impaction of the stomach, and when the other hand, Latin be made optional with Ger- 
shortly afterwards the animal rose on his fore legs man or French, we should have a wider sphere of 
and sat on his haunches for about ten minutes, I education, and many men would be admitted with a 
gave an opinion that I feared a fatal result. For good knowledge of modern languages, which would 
about two hours this symptom was presented. I quite compensate for their ignorance of classics. 
gave subscutaneously 20m. of Morphia every It would be very nice to have all our graduates 
hour, alternately with the same quantity of Physo- masters of the three languages, and also proficients 
stigmine until I had the animalcompletely comatose. in Greek, We should be a highly educated profes- 
About 3 a.m. he rose on his feet and commenced to sion, and nothing more would be wanting, to esta- 
walk round the box backwards pressing his haunch- | blish us on a high social level except independent 
es against the manger and corners of the box incomes. It is just possible we should be worse 
propping himself into the corner, with both fore veterinarians, and it is quite certain that half the 
legs extended, until he slid down on to his haunches existing practice would have to be done by some one 
and there sitting for about ten minutes at a time. else. As an educational entrance test we want 
Ee There was no alteration in the pulse until about merely evidence that our students’ possess sufficient 
5 o’clock when I thought that I could detect it run- intelligence and instruction to enable them to grasp 
ning down, and I expected death would take place the technical matters required to obtain a diploma. 
every minute, but the animal got up, staggered Our ranks afford very full proof that this does not 
round and got into the old position in the corner necessitate Latin, and no evidence has yet been ad- 
Where he remained fixed for about 20 minutes. duced to show that a school-boy knowledge of that 
Then the pulse regained some of its tone, the res- | dead language would improve our graduates one 
piration became somewhat easier, the sweat dried atom. 
off and the animal looked more easy. About six, ‘‘M.R.C.V.S.” gives what he is bold enough to 
0 clock I left, saying I would return mid-day, and on | call his “ reasons” for believing that Latin should 
my arrival 1 found that the animal was led into a | be compulsory. His first attempt is, ‘‘ Latin is the 
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generally accepted language for scientific terms.” 
Now, if he will turn over the pages of any medical 


Dictionary he will find this statement is incorrect. | 


He will find that three times as many words are 
derived from Greek as from Latin. Ilis argument 
therefore, is in favour of compulsory Greek. Is he 
prepared to insist on that? In anatomy, it is true, 
there are many Latin words, but the veterinary stu- 
dent loses very little by being quite ignorant of their 
classical origin. The terms are taken from human 
anatomy, and are there applied to express some 
characteristic—-fancied or real—of the part. Half 
of them are ludicrous when applied to the lower 
animals. What assistance does a knowledge of 
Latin afford a man in remembering the position of 
the Sartorius muscle in the horse or the Temporal 
bone in the ox? Surely it is no more difficult to 
remember such words as Linea-alba or Tunica abdom- 
inalis than to remember * white line” or *‘ abdom- 
inal tunic,” whether you know Latin o1 English, 
or Hebrew? The parts must be called by some 
name, and it must be remembered. 

It is no argument in favour of making Latin com- 
pulsory that some people make dreadful blunders 
when using a language they do not understand. If 
men fancy they must write either in The Veterinary 
Journal or anywhere else, let them do so in words 
they understand. If a man would be content to say 
he gave medicine by the mouth he need never trouble 
himself about the habits of Latin neuter nouns in 
the accusative, and would not write per orem. If he 
were so little of the pedant as to speak of * roaring” 
instead of Laryngismus-paralytica, he would not ex- 
pose his ignorance of Latin grammar. !gnorance of 
Latin should no more make a man a laughing-stock 
than ignorance of any other language. None of us 
know them all, and we are only “ laughing-stocks ” 
when we attempt a show of learning. The man who 
‘““expatiates in scientific terms” on the nature of 
disease to his clients is not over wise, but according 
to the arguments of * M.R.C.V.S.” he should never 
do so unless he be a good Latin and Greek scholar. 
1 ask again— Why not talk in plain English ? 

The real value of * M.R.C.V.S.” opinion may 
be gathered from one observation. After relating 
how some veterinary writer had in an article used 
the words “per orem” instead of “per os” when 
he need only have written by the mouth ” he adds 
“such a mistake naturally takes off 50 per cent of 
the value of any paper.” Such nonsense as this 
renders a man’s opinion worthless. If the paper 
had been one on latin grammar it might have 
deserved some marks of disapprobation. If it had 
been one on Quittor or Pneumonia the examiner 
would have been a fool who noticed it. Ifa mistake 
in latin grammar takes 50 per cent off the valug of 
a clinical case, what per centage of 

be deducted for an error in English 
grammar, or—just imagine it—-one in pathology ? 
A man who can put such a ridiculous value as this 
on Latin does not possess the mental proportions 
necessary to draw a comparison. I think we would 
all pardon any amount of bad lutinity for one single 


page of useful fact. exact ob " 
description. servation or lucid 


VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETIES. 


SCOTTISH METROPOLITAN V.MS. 


A special meeting of the Scottish Metropolitan Veter- 
inary Medical Society was held in the London Hotel, St. 
Andrew Square, Edinburgh, on Friday afternoon, the 
22nd inst., “for the purpose of considering the new 
Pleuro-Pneumonia Act, and the position of veterinary 
inspectors and the profession generally as affected by its 
provisions.’ Mr. H. Thompson, Aspatria, president of 
the Society, occupied the chair. 

The CuarrMAN explained the object of the meeting, and 
stated that a good deal of indignation was being felt 
with regard to the treatment of the veterinary profession 
under the new Act. He hoped the question would be 
discussed by the meeting dispassionately, but at the same 
time they should let the Lords in the south know that 
there were Chiefs in the north. 

Mr. R. RurHerrorp, hon. secretary, informed the 
meeting that Mr. Storie, East Linton, had been respon- 
sible for taking the first step in this matter, and read 
the circular calling the meeting, in which he indicated 
the points set down for discussion—the Act itself, the 
manner in which it affected veterinary inspectors, past, 
present, and to come, and how it affected the profession 
outside of them. He read a letter from Mr. A. J. 
M’Intosh, Dumfries, who regretted he could not be 
present at the meeting. More disgraceful treatment of 
the profession, he wrote, he had never known. Their 
profession had Professor Brown to thank for it. Poor, 
helpless profession! He had no doubt plenty of inspec- 
tors would be found to take out the lungs, and put them 
in a box, and carry them to a railway station. If there 
was any pluck in the inspectors, not one should work 
under the conditions. Every veterinary society ought 
to resolve to stand against the work,and then some- 
thing would come of it. He would never be one of 
those to help in carrying out such work, and he trusted 
that Edinburgh would give a very decided opinion. 
Fancy Williams, Walley, and M’Call sending lungs to 
London for an opinion as to whether or not they were 
affected with pleuro! He was a Conservative in politics, 
but he had never seen anything better calculated to bring 
about a strong desire for Home Rule. (Applause.) Mr. 
Alexander Pottie, V.S., Paisley, wrote that, instead of 
stamping out the disease, the new Act would cause con- 
siderably more delay. A veterinary inspector was not to 
be allowed to make a post-mortem without consent, but 
there were many cases which would require the wisdom 
of Solomon to decide without a post-mortem. It seemed 
to him a most ridiculous proceeding to first declare stock 
infected, and then ascertain by post-mortem whether 
they were correct. The policy was a bad one, and could 
not succeed. Mr. A. Hutcheson, Dundee, also wrote 1 
condemnation of the provisions of the Act for inspec- 
tions. He held very strongly that men called upon te 
perform such duties should be practically acquainte 
with the habits of cattle and with the district in which 
they were called upon to act. Mr. Cameron, Berwick- 
on. Tweed, wrote in a similar strain, and said that one 
cause of the failure of the stamping out process was the 
want of veterinary inspectors. There was only one 
veterinary inspector for the county of Northumberland. 
He (Mr. Cameron) and others had for many years 
reported cases of pleuro, for which they got neither 
thanks nor reward. Mr. Donald, Wigton, wrote that he 
felt a gross insult had been done to the profession by the 
action of Mr. Chaplin and his Board. The best course 
for the profession to adopt, while present conditions 
remained, would be to maintain a position of passive 1 
activity. If the Board of Agriculture could dispense 
with the services of the veterinary profession in dealing 
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with animal diseases he thought the profession could 
manage to live without their aid. Unless the Board was 
assisted, and very largely assisted, by practising veterin- 
ary surgeons, pleuro would be more rife and widespread 
under the new administration than ever it had been under 
the old. If the Government desired to repeat their 
cattle plague experience, in spite of warning, he should 
be disposed to allow them to go on. Was it intended to 
declare a man’s cattle provisionally affected with pleuro- 
pneumonia on the opinion of a police officer, and then go 
through the red-tape of officialism by arranging for the 
slaughter of one animal asa test case! If that was the 
proposed method, he thought the stock-keepers had better 
be on the alert. Mr. Fisher, Whitehaven, wrote that he 
would have nothing at all to do in the matter under the 
proposed arrangements. He considered the conditions 
proposed for the local veterinary inspectors were insult- 
ing and degrading. The county veterinary inspectors 
were a more spiritless lot of fellows than he took them to 
be if they submitted to officiate under the proposed con- 
ditions. It was preposterous to ask them in the first in- 
stance to take all the responsibility, and then be shunted 
out of the way to make room for the supposed greater 
lights from London, some of whom might possibly never 
have heard of pleuro till they started from London with 
their instructions in their pockets. Apologies for absence, 
and expressing sympathy with the object of the meeting, 
were intimated from Professor Walley, Edinburgh; Pro- 
fessor M’Call, Glasgow; Mr. Greaves, Manchester; Mr. 
Bell, Carlisle; and numerous other members of the 
veterinary profession. 

The Secretary read the draft of the “General Pro- 
cedure under the Act,’ issued by the Board of Agri- 
culture. 

The Cuatrman said that one point they had taken 
umbrage at was the proposed appointment of retired 
officers as inspectors to take the place of veterinary 
surgeons. With reference to the “travelling inspec- 
tors,” he had had experience of one of them. They 
had a heavy dose of pleuro within three miles 
of his place. A travelling inspector was called 
down to prescribe the area, but the disease broke 
out so fast that he had to prescribe the whole county, 
and they had not got rid of it all yet. The travel- 
ling inspector showed a lamentable amount of ignor- 
ance of the disease. That meeting was only a 
feeler. He expected that there would be a meeting 
of the profession to take the matter up, unless 
they could arrive at some resolutions that would 
assist the Board of Agriculture in amending the 
Procedure Act before it came into force on the 
Ist September. They wished to have properly 
defined the duties of No.1 inspector, and of No. 2 
Inspector. In one section of the Act the “local 
mspector’”? was the veterinary surgeon, and in 
«nother he was the police officer, who had power 
to call in the veterinary surgeon. He pointed 
out that after the end of August veterinary inspectors 
must not, under any circumstance, order the slaugh- 
ter of cattle until they were directed by the Board 
of Agriculture, otherwise they might find themselves 
in a difficulty, from which it might not be possible 
to extricate themselves. In some cases it was diffi- 
= to say whether an animal was suffering from 
P euro. All they could say was that some of the symp- 

oms were there. The new Act provided that upon an 
outbreak the owner must inform a policeman. But who 
was to tell the owner that disease existed, if at present 
= certain stages the veterinary surgeon had a doubt ? 
by contemplated absurd. If the 
inspector thought disease had broken out, 

en the lungs of a slaughtered animal were to be 
sent to London for some of the great lights there 
to say whether it was pleuro or not. He thought 
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the veterinary surgeon on the spot was as able to 
examine the lungs and detect disease as well as any 
individual who never dirted his patent leather slip- 
pers in a byre. (Laughter.) He should like to 
know if Professor Brown had anything to do with 
the drawing up of the Act. He did not think 
that Professor Brown had done much for the pro- 
fession. He sent out students and then took the 
bread out of their mouths by a publication of which 
they had all heard. (Hear, hear.) The biggest 
insult ever he offered to the profession was when he 
seut out that Act. 

Principal Wiiuiams argued that with the travelling 
inspectors they had nothing to do. What they had 
to do was to discuss the clause in which it was stated 
that upon receipt of the intelligence the Board of 
Agriculture would immediately direct the slaughter of 
one of the diseased cattle, under the supervision of a 
veterinary surgeon. Up to that point of the proceed- 
ings there was no professional authority at all that 
the disease was pleuro. The veterinary surgeon 
had no power to say it was not acase of pleuro. He 
was called in simply to arrange for the valuation 
of the animal, and to send the lungs securely packed 
to London. He was not asked to express his 
opinion; he was simply there to see the animal 
killed, and to send the carcase to London. They 
were all desirous to assist the Board of Agriculture 
in suppressing pleuro, but he thought the Board 
should have endeavoured to have taken the veteri- 
nary profession along with. It was an insult to the 
profession. He would pack no lungs in a box; 
a labouring man was quite competent to put the 
lungs into a tin box. After this point the responsi- 
bility of the veterinary surgeon began, as he had to ex- 
amine and report on the other animals. If the 
examination in London proved the animal to have 
been affected, the Board would instruct the veterinary 


‘surgeon to have valued and slaughtered all the cattle 


which in his opinion are diseased. When he had 
done that the Board would send a travelling inspector 
and the veterinary surgeon would be shunted. The 
result would be that in isolated districts owners would 
not report at all. 

Mr. Srorre, East Linton, protested against the new 
procedure, and urged that a memorial should be 
forwarded to the Board signed by as many members 
of the profession as possible. He hoped if they 
could not make any alteration in the Act every 
inspector would resign, and that they would not 
demean themselves by acting as was proposed they 
should do. The travelling inspectors were to be a 
soldier, a sailor, and botanist, who knew nothing what- 
ever about cattle. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Ruruerrorp, Edinburgh, held that the re- 
porting of the contagious disease being left to the 
was a weak point in the Act. He had held, and 
still held, that the veterinary surgeon should have the 
responsibility of reporting the disease as much as the 
owner. In advocating such a procedure he was opera- 
ting against his own interests, but he was prepared to 
offer his best advice as to the manner in which it should 
be done. It should be insisted upon that the veterinary 
surgeon also report the presence of the disease. 

Mr. Tomson, Aberdeen, said he did not interpret the 
instructions in exactly the same light as Professor Wil- 
liams. He presumed that no policeman would say, on 
the responsibility of a farmer, that he had got pleuro- 
pneumonia, but that he would have power to call ina 
veterinary surgeon before declaring the disease. What 
he objected to and deprecated very much was that 
the power should be taken from veterinary surgeons 
of verifying their diagnosis, whether right or wrong, 
prior to making their report. A suggestion had 
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enerally accepted language for scientific terms.” 

Now, if he will turn over the pages of any medical | 
Dictionary he will find this statement is incorrect. | 
He wil] find that three times as many words are 

derived from Greek as from Latin. His argument 

therefore, is in favour of compulsory Greek. Is he 

prepared to insist on that? In anatomy, it is true, 

there are many Latin words, but the veterinary stu- 

dent loses very little by being quite ignorant of their 
classical origin. ‘The terms are taken from human 

anatomy, and are there applied to express some 

characteristic—-fancied or real—of the part. Half 
of them are Indicrous when applied to the lower 
animals. What assistance does a knowledge of 
Latin afford a man in remembering the position of 
the Sartorius muscle in the horse or the Temporal 

bone in the ox? Surely it is no more difficult to 

remember such words as Linea-alba or Tunica abdom- 

inalis than to remember * white line” or “‘ abdom- 

inal tunic,” whether you know Latin o1: English, 

or Hebrew? ‘The parts must be called by some 
‘name, and it must be remembered. 

It is no argument in favour of making Latin com- 
pulsory that some people make dreadful blunders 
when using a language they do not understand. If 
men fancy they must write either in The Veterinary 
Journal or anywhere else, let them do so in words 
they understand. If a man would be content to say 
he gave medicine by the mouth he need never trouble 
himself about the habits of Latin neuter nouns in 
the accusative, and would not write per orem. If he 
were so little of the pedant as to speak of * roaring” 
instead of Laryngismus-paralytica, he would not ex- 
pose his ignorance of Latin grammar. Ignorance of 
Latin should no more make a man a laughing-stock 
than ignorance of any other language. None of us 
know them all, and we are only “ laughing-stocks ” 
when we attempt a show of learning. The man who 
“expatiates in scientific terms” on the nature of 
disease to his clients is not over wise, but according 
to the arguments of * M.R.C.V.S.” he should never 
do so unless he be a good Latin and Greek scholar. 
1 ask again—-Why not talk in plain English ? 

The real value of * M.R.C.V.S.” opinion may 
be gathered from: one observation. After relating 
how some veterinary writer had in an article used 
the words “per orem” instead of * per os” when 
he need only have written * by the mouth ” he adds 
‘such a mistake naturally takes off 50 per cent of 
the value of any paper.” Such nonsense as this 
renders a man’s opinion worthless. If the paper 
had been one on latin grammar it might have 
deserved some marks of disapprobation. If it had 
been one on Quittor or Pneumonia the examiner 
would have been a fool who noticed it. Ifa mistake 
in latin grammar takes 50 per cent off the valug of 
a description of a clinical case, what per centage of 
marks should be deducted for an error in English 
grammar, or—just imagine it—one in pathology 2 
A man who can put such a ridiculous value as this 
on Latin does not possess the mental proportions 
necessary to draw a comparison. I think we would 
all pardon any amount of bad latinity for one single 
page of useful fact. exact observation or lucid 


description. 


VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETIES. 


SCOTTISH METROPOLITAN V.MSS. 


A special meeting of the Scottish Metropolitan Veter- 
inary Medical Society was held in the London Hotel, St. 
Andrew Square, Edinburgh, on Friday afternoon, the 
22nd inst., “for the purpose of considering the new 
Pleuro-Pneumonia Act, and the position of veterinary 
inspectors and the profession generally as affected by its 
provisions.’ Mr. H. Thompson, Aspatria, president of 
the Society, occupied the chair. 

The CuatrMAN explained the object of the meeting, and 
stated that a good deal of indignation was being felt 
with regard to the treatment of the veterinary profession 
under the new Act. He hoped the question would be 
discussed by the meeting dispassionately, but at the same 
time they should let the Lords in the south know that 
there were Chiefs in the north. 

Mr. R. Rurwerrorp, hon. secretary, informed the 
meeting that Mr. Storie, East Linton, had been respon- 
sible for taking the first step in this matter, and read 
the circular calling the meeting, in which he indicated 
the points set down for discussion—the Act itself, the 
manner in which it affected veterinary inspectors, past, 
present, and to come, and how it affected the profession 
outside of them. He read a letter from Mr. A. J. 
M’Intosh, Dumfries, who regretted he could not be 
present at the meeting. More disgraceful treatment of 
the profession, he wrote, he had never known. Their 
profession had Professor Brown to thank for it. Poor, 
helpless profession! He had no doubt plenty of inspec- 
tors would be found to take out the lungs, and put them 
in a box, and carry them to a railway station. If there 
was any pluck in the inspectors, not one should work 
under the conditions. Every veterinary society ought 
to resolve to stand against the work,and then some- 
thing would come of it. He would never be one of 
those to help in carrying out such work, and he trusted 
that Edinburgh would give a very decided opinion. 
Fancy Williams, Walley, and M’Call sending lungs to 
London for an opinion as to whether or not they were 
affected with pleuro! He was a Conservative in politics, 
but he had never seen anything better calculated to bring 
about a strong desire for Home Rule. (Applause.) Mr. 
Alexander Pottie, V.S., Paisley, wrote that, instead of 
stamping out the disease, the new Act would cause con- 
siderably more delay. A veterinary inspector was not to 
be allowed to make a post-mortem without consent, but 
there were many cases which would require the wisdom 
of Solomon to decide without a post-mortem. It seemed 
to him a most ridiculous proceeding to first declare stock 
infected, and then ascertain by post-mortem whether 
they were correct. The policy was a bad one, and could 
not succeed. Mr. A. Hutcheson, Dundee, also wrote in 
condemnation of the provisions of the Act for inspec- 
tions. He held very strongly that men called upon te 
perform such duties should be practically acquainte 
with the habits of cattle and with the district in which 
they were called upon to act. Mr. Cameron, Berwick- 
on Tweed, wrote in a similar strain, and said that one 
cause of the failure of the stamping out process was the 
want of veterinary inspectors. There was only one 
veterinary inspector for the county of Northumberland. 
He (Mr. Cameron) and others had for many years 
reported cases of pleuro, for which they got neither 
thanks nor reward. Mr. Donald, Wigton, wrote that he 
felt a gross insult had been done to the profession by the 
action of Mr. Chaplin and his Board. The best course 
for the profession to adopt, while present conditions 
remained, would be to maintain a position of passive 1 
activity. If the Board of Agriculture could dispense 
with the services of the veterinary profession in dealing 
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with animal diseases he thought the profession could 
manage to live without their aid. Unless the Board was 
assisted, and very largely assisted, by practising veterin- 
ary surgeons, pleuro would be more rife and widespread 
under the new administration than ever it had been under 
the old. If the Government desired to repeat their 
cattle plague experience, in spite of warning, he should 
be disposed to allow them to go on. Was it intended to 
declare a man’s cattle provisionally affected with pleuro- 
pneumonia on the opinion of a police officer, and then go 
through the red-tape of officialism by arranging for the 
slaughter of one animal as a test case’ If that was the 
proposed method, he thought the stock-keepers had better 
be on the alert. Mr. Fisher, Whitehaven, wrote that he 
would have nothing at all to do in the matter under the 
proposed arrangements. He considered the conditions 
proposed for the local veterinary inspectors were insult- 
ing and degrading. The county veterinary inspectors 
were a more spiritless lot of fellows than he took them to 
be if they submitted to officiate under the proposed con- 
ditions. It was preposterous to ask them in the first in- 
stance to take all the responsibility, and then be shunted 
out of the way to make room for the supposed greater 
lights from London, some of whom might possibly never 
have heard of pleuro till they started from London with 
their instructions in their pockets. Apologies for absence, 
and expressing sympathy with the object of the meeting, 
were intimated from Professor Walley, Edinburgh; Pro- 
fessor M’Call, Glasgow; Mr. Greaves, Manchester; Mr. 
Bell, Carlisle; and numerous other members of the 
veterinary profession. 

The Srcretary read the draft of the “General Pro- 
cedure under the Act,” issued by the Board of Agri- 
culture. 

The Cuarrman said that one point they had taken 
umbrage at was the proposed appointment of retired 
officers as inspectors to take the place of veterinary 
surgeons. With reference to the “travelling inspec- 
tors,” he had had experience of one of them. They 
had a heavy dose of pleuro within three miles 
of his place. A travelling inspector was called 
down to prescribe the area, but the disease broke 
out so fast thathe had to prescribe the whole county, 
and they had not got rid of it all yet. The travel- 
ling inspector showed a lamentable amount of ignor- 
ance of the disease. Thet meeting was only a 
feeler. He expected that there would be a meeting 
of the profession to take the matter up, unless 
they could arrive’ at some resolutions that would 
assist the Board of Agriculture in amending the 
Procedure Act before it came into force on the 
Ist September. They wished to have properly 
defined the duties of No.1 inspector, and of No. 2 
Inspector. In one section of the Act the “local 
imspector” was the veterinary surgeon, and in 
«nother he was the police officer, who had power 
to call in the veterinary surgeon. He pointed 
out that after the end of August veterinary inspectors 
must not, under any circumstance, order the slaugh- 
ter of cattle until they were directed by the Board 
of Agriculture, otherwise they might find themselves 
in a difficulty, from which it might not be possible 
to extricate themselves. In some cases it was diffi- 
= to say whether an animal was suffering from 
P euro, All they could say was that some of the symp- 

oms were there. The new Act provided that upon an 
outbreak the owner must inform a policeman. But who 
Was to tell the owner that disease existed, if at present 
™ certain stages the veterinary surgeon had a doubt ? 
a e procedure contemplated was absurd. If the 
— inspector’ thought disease had broken out, 

en the lungs of a slaughtered animal were to be 
sent to London for some of the great lights there 
to say whether it was pleuro or not. He thought 
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the veterinary surgeon on the spot was as able to 
examine the lungs and detect disease as well as any 
individual who never dirted his patent leather slip- 
pers in a byre. (Laughter.) He should like to 
know if Professor Brown had anything to do with 
the drawing up of the Act. He did not think 
that Professor Brown had done much for the pro- 
fession. He sent out students and then took the 
bread out of their mouths by a publication of which 
they had all heard. (Hear, hear.) The biggest 
insult ever he offered to the profession was when he 
seut out that Act. 

Principal WriiaMs argued that with the travelling 
inspectors they had nothing to do. What they had 
to do was to discuss the clause in which it was stated 
that upon receipt of the intelligence the Board of 
Agriculture would immediately direct the slaughter of 
one of the diseased cattle, under the supervision of a 
veterinary surgeon. Up to that point of the proceed- 
ings there was no professional authority at all that 
the disease was pleuro. The veterinary surgeon 
had no power to say it was notacase of pleuro. He 
was called in simply to arrange for the valuation 
of the animal, and to send the lungs securely packed 
to London. He was not asked to express his 
opinion; he was simply there to see the animal 
killed, and to send the carcase to London. They 
were all desirous to assist the Board of Agriculture 
in suppressing pleuro, but he thought the Board 
should have endeavoured to have taken the veteri- 
nary profession along with. It was an insult to the 
profession. He would pack no lungs in a box; 
a labouring man was quite competent to put the 
lungs into a tin box. After this point the responsi- 
bility of the veterinary surgeon began, as he had to ex- 
amine and report on the other animals. If the 
examination in London proved the animal to have 
been affected, the Board would instruct the veterinary 


' surgeon to have valued and slaughtered all the cattle 


which in his opinion are diseased. When he had 
done that the Board would send a travelling inspector 
and the veterinary surgeon would be shunted. The 
result would be that in isolated districts owners would 
not report at all. 

Mr. Storie, East Linton, protested against the new 
procedure, and urged that a memorial should be 
forwarded to the Board signed by as many members 
of the profession as possible. He hoped if they 
could not make any alteration in the Act every 
inspector would resign, and that they would not 
demean themselves by acting as was proposed they 
should do. The travelling inspectors were to be a 
soldier, a sailor, and botanist, who knew nothing what- 
ever about cattle. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Ruruerrorp, Edinburgh, held that the re- 
porting of the contagious disease being left to the 
was a weak point in the Act. He had held, and 
still held, that the veterinary surgeon should have the 
responsibility of reporting the disease as much ar the 
owner. In advocating such a procedure he was opera- 
ting against his own interests, but he was prepared to 
offer his best advice as to the manner in which it should 
be done. It should be insisted upon that the veterinary 
surgeon also report the presence of the disease. 

Mr. Tomson, Aberdeen, said he did not interpret the 
instructions in exactly the same light as Professor Wil- 
liams. He presumed that no policeman would say, on 
the responsibility of a farmer, that he had got pleuro- 
pneumonia, but that he would have power to call ina 
veterinary surgeon before declaring the disease. | What 
he objected to and deprecated very much was that 
the power should be taken from veterinary surgeons 
of verifying their diagnosis, whether right or wrong, 


prior to making their report. A suggestion had 
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enerally accepted language for scientific terms.” 
ow, if he will turn over the pages of any medical 
Dictionary he wil! find this statement is incorrect. 
He wil] find that three times as many words are 
derived from Greek as from Latin. Ilis argument 
therefore, is in favour of compulsory Greek. Is he 
prepared to insist on that? In anatomy, it is true, 
there are many Latin words, but the veterinary stu- 
dent loses very little by being quite ignorant of their 
classical origin. The terms are taken from human 
anatomy, and are there applied to express some 
characteristic—-fancied or real—of the part. Half 
of them are ludicrous when applied to the lower 
animals. What assistance does a knowledge of 
Latin afford a man in remembering the position of 
the Sartorius muscle in the horse or the Temporal 
bone in the ox? Surely it is no more difficult to 
remember such words as Linea-alba or Tunica abdom- 
inalis than to remember * white line” or * abdom- 
inal tunic,” whether you know Latin o1 English, 
or Hebrew? The parts must be called by some 
‘name, and it must be remembered. 

It is no argument in favour of making Latin com- 
pulsory that some people make dreadful blunders 
when using a language they do not understand. If 
men fancy they must write either in The Veterinary 
Journal or anywhere else, let them do so in words 
they understand. Ifa man would be content tu say 
he gave medicine by the mouth he need never trouble 
himself about the habits of Latin neuter nouns in 
the accusative, and would not write per orem. If he 
were so little of the pedant as to speak of * roaring”’ 
instead of Laryngismus-paralytica, he would not ex- 
~ his ignorance of Latin grammar. Ignorance of 

atin should no more make a man a laughing-stock 
than ignorance of any other language. None of us 
know them all, and we are only “© laughing-stocks ” 
when we attempt a show of learning. The man who 
‘“‘expatiates in scientific terms” on the nature of 
disease to his clients is not over wise, but according 
to the arguments of * M.R.C.V.S.” he should never 
do so unless he be a good Latin and Greek scholar. 
1 ask again— Why not talk in plain English ? 

The real value of * M.R.C.V.S.’” opinion may 
be gathered from: one observation. After relating 
how some veterinary writer had in an article used 
the words “per orem” instead of “per os” when 
he need only have written “ by the mouth ” he adds 
‘‘such a mistake naturally takes off 50 per cent of 
the value of any paper.” Such nonsense as this 
renders a man’s opinion worthless. If the paper 
had been one on latin grammar it might have 
deserved some marks of disapprobation. If it had 
been one on Quittor or Pneumonia the examiner 
would have been a fool who noticed it. Ifa mistake 
in latin grammar takes 50 per cent off the value of 
a description of a clinical case, what per centage of 
marks should be deducted for an error in English 
grammar, or—just imagine it—one in pathology ? 
A man who can put such a ridiculous value as this 
on Latin does not h i 

possess the mental proportions 
necessary to draw a comparison. I think we would 
all pardon any amount of bad latinity for one single 


page of useful fact. exact observation or lueid 
description. 


VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETIES. 


SCOTTISH METROPOLITAN V.MS. 


A special meeting of the Scottish Metropolitan Veter- 
inary Medical Society was held in the London Hotel, St. 
Andrew Square, Edinburgh, on Friday afternoon, the 
22nd inst., “for the purpose of considering the new 
Pleuro-Pneumonia Act, and the position of veterinary 
inspectors and the profession generally as affected by its 
provisions.’ Mr. H. Thompson, Aspatria, president of 
the Society, occupied the chair. 

The CuarrMaN explained the object of the meeting, and 
stated that a good deal of indignation was being felt 
with regard to the treatment of the veterinary profession 
under the new Act. He hoped the question would be 
discussed by the meeting dispassionately, but at the same 
time they should let the Lords in the south know that 
there were Chiefs in the north. 

Mr. R. Rurwerrorp, hon. secretary, informed the 
meeting that Mr. Storie, East Linton, had been respon- 
sible for taking the first step in this matter, and read 
the circular calling the meeting, in which he indicated 
the points set down for discussion—the Act itself, the 
manner in which it affected veterinary inspectors, past, 
present, and to come, and how it affected the profession 
outside of them. He read a letter from Mr. A. J. 
M’Intosh, Dumfries, who regretted he could not be 
present at the meeting. More disgraceful treatment of 
the profession, he wrote, he had never known. Their 
profession had Professor Brown to thank for it. Poor, 
helpless profession! He had no doubt plenty of inspec- 
tors would be found to take out the lungs, and put them 
in a box, and carry them to a railway station. If there 
was any pluck in the inspectors, not one should work 
under the conditions. Every veterinary society ought 
to resolve to stand against the work,and then some- 
thing would come of it. He would never be one of 
those to help in carrying out such work, and he trusted 
that Edinburgh would give a very decided opinion. 
Fancy Williams, Walley, and M’Call sending lungs to 
London for an opinion as to whether or not they were 
affected with pleuro! He was a Conservative in politics, 
but he had never seen anything better calculated to bring 
about a strong desire for Home Rule. (Applause.) Mr. 
Alexander Pottie, V.S., Paisley, wrote that, instead of 
stamping out the disease, the new Act would cause con- 
siderably more delay. A veterinary inspector was not to 
be allowed to make a post-mortem without consent, but 
there were many cases which would require the wisdom 
of Solomon to decide without a post-mortem. It seemed 
to him a most ridiculous proceeding to first declare stock 
infected, and then ascertain by post-mortem whether 
they were correct. The policy was a bad one, and could 
not succeed. Mr. A. Hutcheson, Dundee, also wrote I 
condemnation of the provisions of the Act for inspec- 
tions. He held very strongly that men called upon te 
perform such duties should be practically acquainted 
with the habits of cattle and with the district in which 
they were called upon to act. Mr. Cameron, Berwick- 
on Tweed, wrote in a similar strain, and said that one 
cause of the failure of the stamping out process was the 
waut of veterinary inspectors. There was only one 
veterinary inspector for the county of Northumberland. 
He (Mr. Cameron) and others had for many years 
reported cases of pleuro, for which they got neither 
thanks nor reward. Mr. Donald, Wigton, wrote that he 
felt a gross insult had been done to the profession by the 
action of Mr. Chaplin and his Board. The best course 
for the profession to adopt, while present conditions 
remained, would be to maintain a position of passive 1 
activity. If the Board of Agriculture could dispense 
with the services of the veterinary profession in dealing 
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with animal diseases he thought the profession could 
manage to live without their aid. Unless the Board was 
assisted, and very largely assisted, by practising veterin- 
ary surgeons, pleuro would be more rife and widespread 
under the new administration than ever it had been under 
the old. If the Government desired to repeat their 
cattle plague experience, in spite of warning, he should 
be disposed to allow them to go on. Was it intended to 
declare a man’s cattle provisionally affected with pleuro- 
pneumonia on the opinion of a police officer, and then go 
through the red-tape of officialism by arranging for the 
slaughter of one animal as a test case! If that was the 
proposed method, he thought the stock-keepers had better 
be on the alert. Mr. Fisher, Whitehaven, wrote that he 
would have nothing at all to do in the matter under the 
proposed arrangements. He considered the conditions 
proposed for the local veterinary inspectors were insult- 
ing and degrading. The county veterinary inspectors 
were a more spiritless lot of fellows than he took them to 
be if they submitted to officiate under the proposed con- 
ditions. It was preposterous to ask them in the first in- 
stance to take all the responsibility, and then be shunted 
out of the way to make room for the supposed greater 
lights from London, some of whom might possibly never 
have heard of pleuro till they started from London with 
their instructions in their pockets. Apologies for absence, 
and expressing sympathy with the object of the meeting, 
were intimated from Professor Walley, Edinburgh; Pro- 
fessor M’Call, Glasgow; Mr. Greaves, Manchester; Mr. 
Bell, Carlisle; and numerous other members of the 
veterinary profession. 

The Secretary read the draft of the “General Pro- 
cedure under the Act,” issued by the Board of Agri- 
culture. 

The Cuatrman said that one point they had taken 
umbrage at was the proposed appointment of retired 
officers as inspectors to take the place of veterinary 
surgeons. With reference to the “travelling inspec- 
tors,” he had had experience of one of them, They 
had a heavy dose of pleuro within three miles 
of his place. A travelling inspector was called 
down to prescribe the area, but the disease broke 
out so fast that he had to prescribe the whole county, 
and they had not got rid of it all yet. The travel- 
ling inspector showed a lamentable amount of ignor- 
ance of the disease. That meeting was only a 
feeler. He expected that there would be a meeting 
of the profession to take the matter up, unless 
they could arrive at some resolutions that would 
assist the Board of Agriculture in amending the 
Procedure Act before it came into force on the 
Ist September. They wished to have properly 
defined the duties of No. 1 inspector, and of No. 2 
inspector. In one section of the Act the “local 
imspector”’ was the veterinary surgeon, and in 
another he was the police officer, who had power 
to call in the veterinary surgeon. He pointed 
out that after the end of August veterinary inspectors 
must not, under any circumstance, order the slaugh- 
ter of cattle until they were directed by the Board 
of Agriculture, otherwise they might find themselves 
in a difficulty, from which it might not be possible 
to extricate themselves. In some cases it was diffi- 
= to say whether an animal was suffering from 
P euro, All they could say was that some of the symp- 

oms were there. The new Act provided that upon an 
outbreak the owner must inform a policeman. But who 
= to tell the owner that disease existed, if at present 
-- 4 certain stages the veterinary surgeon had a doubt ? 
bs € procedure contemplated was absurd. If the 
a inspector’ thought disease had broken out, 

en the lungs of a slaughtered animal were to be 
7 to London for some of the great lights there 
© say whether it was pleuro or not. He thought 


the veterinary surgeon on the spot was as able to 
examine the lungs and detect disease as well as any 
individual who ,never dirted his patent leather slip- 
pers in a byre. (Laughter.) He should like to 
know if Professor Brown had anything to do with 
the drawing up of the Act. He did not think 
that Professor Brown had done much for the pro- 
fession. He sent out students and then took the 
bread out of their mouths by a publication of which 
they had all heard. (Hear, hear.) The biggest 
insult ever he offered to the profession was when he 
seut out that Act. 

Principal WriiutaMs argued that with the travellin 
inspectors they had nothing to do. What they h: 
to do was to discuss the clause in which it was stated 
that upon receipt of the intelligence the Board of 
Agriculture would immediately direct the slaughter of 
one of the diseased cattle, under the supervision of a 
veterinary surgeon. Up to that point of the proceed- 
ings there was no professional authority at all that 
the disease was pleuro. The veterinary surgeon 
had no power to say it was not acase of pleuro. He 
was called in simply to arrange for the valuation 
of the animal, and to send the lungs securely packed 
to London. He was not asked to express his 
opinion; he was simply there to see the animal 
killed, and to send the carcase to London. They 
were all desirous to assist the Board of Agriculture 
in suppressing pleuro, but he thought the Board 
should have endeavoured to have taken the veteri- 
nary profession along with. It was an insult to the 
profession. He would pack no lungs in a box; 
a labouring man was quite competent to put the 
lungs into a tin box. After this point the responsi- 
bility of the veterinary surgeon began, as he had to ex- 
amine and report on the other animals. If the 
examination in London proved the animal to have 
been affected, the Board would instruct the veterinary 
surgeon to have valued and slaughtered all the cattle 
which in his opinion are diseased. When he had 
done that the Board would send a travelling inspector 
and the veterinary surgeon would be shunted. The 
result would be that in isolated districts owners would 
not report at all. 

Mr. Srorie, East Linton, protested against the new 
procedure, and urged that a memorial should be 
forwarded to the Board signed by as many members 
of the profession as possible. He hoped if they 
could not make any alteration in the Act every 
inspector would resign, and that they would not 
demean themselves by acting as was proposed they 
should do. The travelling inspectors were to be a 
soldier, a sailor, and botanist, who knew nothing what- 
ever about cattle. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Ruruerrorp, Edinburgh, held that the re- 
porting of the contagious disease being left to the 
was a weak point in the Act. He had held, and 
still held, that the veterinary surgeon should have the 
responsibility of reporting the disease as much as the 
owner. In advocating such a procedure he was opera- 
ting against his own interests, but he was prepared to 
offer his best advice as to the manner in which it should 
be done. It should be insisted upon that the veterinary 
surgeon also report the presence of the disease. 

Mr. Ttromson, Aberdeen, said he did not interpret the 
instructions in exactly the same light as Professor Wil- 
liams. He presumed that no policeman would say, on 
the responsibility of a farmer, that he had got pleuro- 
pneumonia, but that he would have power to call ina 
veterinary surgeon before declaring the disease. What 
he objected to and deprecated very much was that 
the power should be taken from veterinary surgeons 


of verifying their diagnosis, whether right or wrong 
prior to making their report. A suggestion had 
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been made by the Aberdeenshire Local Authority 
that the Board of Agriculture should institute inquiries 
as to the channels of trade in special districts, for he 
thought it would be quite possible to so arrange 
matters that a county inspector, with his subordinates, 
should still perform the duties as at:present. He would 
not be influenced by any selfish views, if he saw that 
the new orders were likely to be carried out with 
greater efficiency than hitherto; but he looked for- 
ward to bungling, inaccuracy, and inefficiency im in- 
vestigating all the circumstances which led to an 
outbreak. He regarded the travelling inspectors as 
quite incompetent to put the questions necessary to 


_ trace the disease. He thought the profession was being 


put on one side, and supplemented by men whose 
experience among cattle, disease, or hygiene was com- 

aratively small. He thought they should, not come 
hastily to a conclusion, but have a representative 
meeting of all veterinary surgeons with the view of 
putting pressure upon the Government, and to show 
them that there was no desire to boycott the Act, 
but that they were animated by a patriotic desire 
to give all the assistance in their power in stamping out 
pleuro-pneumonia., 

. Mr, AnpErson, Glasgow, said the new Act was merely 
an auxiliary to the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act. 
The penal clauses of that and other Acts still existed, 
and the new Act simply transferred the working of the 
Act, after the detection of disease, from the Local 
Authority to the Privy Council. He did not think they 
should be so thin-skinned about sending the lungs to 
London. If they had had as much experience of pleuro- 
pneumonia as he had, they would see that it was neces- 
sary that the lungs should be inspected by a competent 
authority, and the board in London comprised three 
very competent men. He thought they should put their 
pride in their pocket, and see how the Act would work 
before they began to complain. So far as the intimation 
of outbreaks was concerned, he thought the onus of re- 
porting disease to the Local Authority inspectors should 
still rest on the police. 

The CuarrMan suggested that, instead of sending the 
lungs to London, the Board of Agriculture should ap- 
point three competent veterinary surgeons—say, the 
county veterinary inspector, the local veterinary in- 


' spector, and another veterinary surgeon—to examine 
t 


e lungs, and their decision should be final. That 
method would save a great deal of time and money. 

Mr. Cunninenam, Slateford, proposed the following 
resolution :—*That in the opinion of the meeting, the 
position of a veterinary inspector under the new Pleuro- 
pneumonia Act is beneath the status and dignity of a 
veterinary surgeon, and some of the duties he is called 
upon to perform are foreign to the nature of his call- 
ing. 

Principal WixtaMs read a letter which he had re- 
ceived from Mr. Cope, of the Board of Agriculture, in 
which he wrote :—“ For all practical purposes the veteri- 
nary ‘inspectors throughout the country will remain in 
exactly the same position as regards duties as before. 
Indeed, we contemplate requiring futher professional 
work of them than they have generally been called upon 
to give to Local Authorites, and for the services they 
render I don’t think they will have any cause to com- 
plain so far as the rate of remuneration, &c., goes. fn 
every outbreak reported a M.R.C.V‘S. will be called in 
at once, who will have to report, as now, his views as to 
the existence of disease, but—what will, 1 hope, be con- 
sidered | more satisfactory—to us and not to the Local 
Authority. Besides examining the cattle for pleuro-pneu- 
monia, we shall require professional opinion as to the 
state of all the cattle slaughtered and of all the carcases 
prior to their being sold for human food. This will all 
be very responsible work, and will be carried on in con- 


junction with the professional officers of the Department 
and we hope you will advise the members of the profess- 
ion to assist cordially in carrying out the duties. It is 
quite an error to suppose that any but professional men 
will be engaged to carry out the duties which I have above 
mentioned.” In a subsequent letter Mr. Cope wrote 
that “the lungs of every first animal slaughtered will be 
sent to the Royal Veterinary College, because we have no 
convenience here for examining them. They will not be 
subjected to the views of any of the College staff, but 
will be examined by Professor Duguid and myself.” 
Principal Williams added that these letters showed that 
the action of the profession in Scotland in calling that 
meeting had not been without effect. 

Mr. CunnincuaM said the post of veterinary inspector 
under that Act was not one which veterinary surgeons 
with any self-respect could hold. At present if a veteri- 
nary inspector thought that pleuro existed, he ordered 
an animal to be killed to see whether he was right or 
wrong; but under the proposed rules he must send the 
lungs to London and get permission from London to 
slaughter. What veterinary surgeon was going to do 
that! Such a duty was beneath the dignity of a veterin- 
ary surgeon, and they should say so at once. He did 
not think any of them could act as inspectors after the 
1st September, unless the Procedure Act was amended. 
(Applause.) 

Mr. ANpERSON, Glasgow, said they ought to meet the 
Act with acclamation, and try by every means in their 
power todo what was requested of them and to make 
the Act a success. 

Mr. Connocuig, Selkirk, said the sole thing they had 
to complain of was the proposal to send the lungs to 
London. In the alphabetical summary of the Contagious. 
Diseases Act, it was said that when an animal was sus- 
pected of suffering from pleuro-pneumonia, a post-mortem 
examination must be made by the veterinary surgeon, as. 
the post-mortem appearances of disease were so readily 
detected. Had the post-mortem appearances become 
more difficult to discover and recognise in 1890 than they 


were in 1878! He was a veterinary inspector of 25 years’ _ 


standing, and he had gained the confidence of the differ- 

ent Local Authorities for whom he had acted as inspector; 
and he thought it was degrading that he should be asked 

to send the lungs to London to see if disease existed 

after he had taken the onus and responsibility of declar- 

ing an animal infected. - The veterinary authorities in 

London had floundered about the conntry with their 

Slaughter Order for nearly two years and the disease 

was rifer now than it was when the order was issued. 

They had proved themselves a coterie of hopelessly - 
helpless incapables. (Laughter.) 

Mr. ANDERSON said the meeting misunderstood the 
Act entirely. In his view the lungs were to be sent to 
London for the purpose of confirming the local inspector’s 
diagnosis. 

‘Principal Witu1ams pointed out from the Act that 
that was not the case. 

On a show of hands Mr. Cunningham’s motion was 
carried, Mr. Anderson being the only gentleman who 
voted against it. 

Mr. Tuomson, Aberdeen, moved—“ That the meeting 
memorialise the Board of Agriculture to afford to veter- 
inary surgeons or inspectors reasonable facilities by post- 
mortem examination for proving the accuracy of their 
diagnosis before making a declaration.’’ 

Mr. Rerp, Auchtermuchty, seconded, and Mr. Ander- 
son, Glasgow, supported Mr. Thomson’s motion, which 
was carried unanimously. 

Principal pro —*“That instead of being 
compelled to send the lungs to London for examination, 
the veterinary inspector of the district shall consult with 
the veterinary inspector for the county, with a veterinary 
surgeon acting for the owner of the cattle ; and only 12 
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cases of dispute shall the lungs be sent to London, as 
proposed by the new procedure.” 

Mr. Connocuie seconded the motion, which was 
adopted. 

The CHarRMAN complained that the travelling inspec- 
tors were not chosen from the profession, and suggested 
that some resolution condemning this should be drawn 


up. 

maintained that this was not a 
professional question at all. He looked upon_these 
travelling inspectors as a sort of superior police. He did 
not think, however, that the Society should interfere in 
the matter, but at the same time it was, as the country 
would find, a very expensive system. 

This subject then dropped, and, on the motion of Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, seconded by Principal WriiuriaMs, it was 
agreed to send copies of the resolutions passed at the 
meeting to Mr. Chaplin, the Minister of Agriculture. A 
vote of thanks to the chairman brought the proceedings 
to a close. 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


HORSE INSURANCE CASE. 


Hawtin French, farmer, Cornhill, Pattishall, v. the 
Imperial Live Stock Insurance Association, Limited, 
48 Pall Mall, London.—Claim £30 for the loss of a 
black mare, Blithe Bonny, under a policy of insurance 
effected with the defendant Company for the purpose of 
insuring against the death of a mare through foaling — 
Mr. G. J. Phillips (Messrs. Pugh and Phillips, North- 
ampton) appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. R. F. Gib- 
son barrister (instructed by Messrs. Minns and Longden, 
London) represented the defendant to Cmpany.—Mr. 
Phillips having opened his case at length, called 

John Barnes Dawson, veterinary surgeon, Flore, who 
deposed he had been in practice at Flore for 12 years, 
and was a registered practitioner. He was agent 
for the defendant Company at the time in question, 
and in April last induced the plaintiff to insure his mare 
for £30. He examined the mare on behalf of the Com- 
pany when the proposal was taken. On the 11th May 
the mare foaled. He was not present when the mare 
foaled, but saw her the day afterwards. He then found 
that she was suffering from a chill. She seemed, how- 
ever, to have foaled well, but was then suffering from 
pleurisy and congestion of the lungs. Witness atten- 
ded her up to her death, the 14th May. Witness re- 
ported the illness of the mare to the Company. He 
stated the mare had foaled, and that she was suffering 
from pleurisy and congestion of the lungs after parturi- 
tion. He attended the mare until her death, and his 
opinion was that she was greatly excited during parturi- 
tion, and that she had perspired freely, and had after- 
wards taken cold. That was one of the risks attending 
foaling. Taking all the circumstances into considera- 
tion he thought the mare died from congestion of the 
lungs consequent upon taking cold during the act of 
foaling. He practically attributed the death to foaling. 
He did not think the mare would have died in that way 
but for the parturition. Witness gave due notice of 
the death to the Company on May 20th, and asked ad- 
vice as to how he was to proceed with regard to the 
policy. On July 10th it came to witness’s knowledge 
that the Company declined to pay on the policy. They 
wrote that in consequence of the death being caused by 
pleurisy and congestion of the lungs after parturition, 
which were in no way connected with the foaling, they 
were not able to pass the claim. Witness wrote back 
stating that he was surprised at the letter. as his certifi- 
cate distinctly stated that’ the death of the mare arose 


from acute pleurisy aud congestion of the lungs conse- 
quent upon the act of parturition.—His Honour called 
attention to the fact that the certificate stated after par- 
turition.— Witness further stated in his letter that he 
could only recommend Mr. French to insist upon pay- 
ment, as it appeared to him an evasion to pay a just 
claim. If the directors thought differently they should 
have signified their intention long before that, and not 
allowed eight weeks to pass before declining to accept 
the claim. Mr. French was a most honest, upright, 
working farmer, and would not have insured the mare 
if he had known of anything wrong, neither would he 
allow anyone to defraud the Association while he rep- 
resented it, which he should decline to do any longer 
unless the claim was complied with.—Cross-examined by 
Mr. Gibson: The words “consequent upon the act of 
parturition’ were not in his certificate, but “ after 
parturition.”’” He considered that consequent upon the 
act of parturition meant the time of foaling or there- 
abouts. He had been connected with the Company 
nearly three years and had not made any insurances on 
his own account. Some of the policies included all 
risks and others only foaling. In his opinion conges- 
tion of the lungs and pleurisy were diseases consequent 
upon the act of parturition. Horses were liable to take 
cold at any time. He did not suggest that the act of 
parturition produced the pleurisy or congestion of the 
lungs. 

By Mr. Gibson: He had known the plaintiff person- 
ally for about 18 months. The pleurisy was contracted 
subsequent to the parturition —Re-examined: He still 
said the mare died consequent upon parturition, | Con- 
gestion of the lungs and pleurisy were incidental to 
parturition—By his Honour: The disease was due to 
the weather, as there was a cold east wind prevailing at 
the time. The mare died eventually from water on the 
chest. He dic not know what the policy stated ex- 
actly. His honour said the policy stated that insurance 
was only against loss arising by death from parturition. 
—Witness said the mare did not die from parturition 
directly, but from disease incidental at the time—His 
Honour: What necessary connection is there between 
the taking cold and parturition? Witness: The mare 
would be very susceptible of cold about that time.—His 
Honour: In your view of the conditions covered by 
the policy, does that include death from any disease that 
may be contracted during the time when the mare was 
susceptible owing to parturition / Witness : Decidedly. 
The death ensued, in my opinion, consequent upon the 
chill during the parturition—By Mr. Gibson: There 
was a post mortem examination, but not by order of the 
Association. He was not present at the time. 

The plaintiff was next examined. He said he insured 
the mare for 31 days after parturition, That was 
stated in the policy. The mare was in perfect health 
at the time of the insurance. She perspired ‘freely at 
the time of parturition, but every possible care was 
taken of her. He was of opinion the mare died from 
foaling and nothing else. He sent the usual notices 
to the Association. 

Mr. Dawson, recalled, in reply to his Honour said the 
cold and congestion of the lungs were an incident of 
parturition, and not an accident. He could not attri- 
bute death to an accident, as every care was taken of the 
animal. He believed it was the parturition itself 
which induced the cold. The cold, in his opinion, was 
the result of parturition. 

Mr. Gibson submitted that after that answer and the 
letter setting out that death was from a cold contracted 
after parturition, and in conjunction with the answer 
he gave upon that, there was no question which he need 
trouble the jury with. 

His Honour thought the case must go fully before 
the jury. 
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Mr. Gibson then addressed the jury, and said he thought 
after the evidence placed before them very little doubt 
would be left in their minds as to which way the verdict 
should go. He wished it to be distinctly understood 
that the Association, although fighting and defending 
that case, did not wish to avoid payment, or wish to get 
the better of any person insured. It was, however, 
absolutely necessary for an Association carrying on so 
large a business as the defendant Company that they 
should be exceedingly careful that they themselves were 
not imposed upon. The policy taken out by the plain- 
tiff mentioned that the insurance was in respect of death 
from foaling only, and if the plaintiff had wished to have 
insured against any other risks he could have done so by 

aying a larger premium and taking another policy. 
What the Jury had to say was that the disease from 
which the mare died was one which was absolutely in 
connection with the foaling, and that had it not been 
for the foaling it would not have died otherwise. There 
must be something arising out of the incident of the act 
of foaling. He asked them if they could say that cold 
and parturition were the same things. He argued that 
they could not be joined together, and that it was from 
the pleurisy and congestion of the lungs that the animal 
died, and not from the foaling. | He submitted that the 
plaintiff, upon the evidence, could not recover upon his 
claim. He also reminded the Jury that the policy in 

uestion did not insure any animal from death by any 
isease. He then called 

Mr. T. H. Merrick, of Northampton, who said he was 
a M.R.C.V.S., and Inspector of the Northampton Divi- 
sion of the County.—His Honour: And yet not retired? 
(Laughter.)— Witness : Not yet, your Honour, and I am 
afraid it will be a long time before I shall. (Laughter.) 
—wWitness said he had been in practice for 16 years. 
Pleurisy was a disease resulting from: cold, and took a 
much longer time than three days to prove fatal. Over- 
driving and exhaustion would sometimes produce a chill. 
There was no connection between parturition and con- 
gestion of the lungs. It was not common for pleurisy 
to accompany parturition. He had never known a 
case where he could attribute death to pleurisy during 
parturition. Pleurisy would not be a natural sequence 
of parturition. — Cross-examined by Mr. Phillips : 
Pleurisy would not be induced by parturition if ordinary 
care had been taken of the animal. _Pleurisy could not 
develope and result in death under 48 hours. He did 
not see the animal in question, and he did not know 
what it died of. If it died from parturition it could 
not have died from pleurisy after parturition. It was 
not his experience that mares in a normal state of par- 
turition perspired very freely. Profuse perspiration 
never took place unless in difficult cases of parturition. 
His opinion was that the animal was unwell some time 
before she foaled. He had formed that opinion from 
the evidence he had heard that day. 

Mr. S. J. Marriott, M.R.C.V.S., Northampton, deposed 
that the cause of pleurisy and inflammation of the lungs 
was by the contracting of a cold, or by over exertion 
He knew of no other cause. It would not be a fact to 
say it could be caused by parturition.—Cross-examined : 
It — by a cold or chill. In his experience 
mares did not perspire profusely 1 i 

Mr. Gibson again addressing the jury, said the whole 
question was whether the m i ri iti 

Mr. Phillips submitted the evidence showed that th 
mare died from foaling, and ehh 
in good health. previously 
His Honour summed up the case at ] 
jury, and in the conclusion left the following wold 
tion to be decided by them :—Did the mare din Tie 
foaling or parturition ’ Assuming they answered that 


question in the negative, then, secondly—did she die 
from any cause produced or induced by special circum- 
stances incident to foaling or parturition ? 

The jury retired to consider their verdict, and were 
absent some little time. On their return the Foreman 
said they answered the first question “No,” and the 
second “ Yes.” 

Mr, Gibson asked for judgment upon the decision of 
the jury. Hedidso because he submitted the policy 
held by the plaintiff did not provide for any special con- 
ditions, and the reply of the jury to the second question 
was that the mare died from special circumstances. The 
policy strictly stated the insurance was only against loss 
by death from parturition, and there were no special 
provisions. Further, it was stated the policy did not 
insure against loss by death from accident or disease. 

Mr. Phillips was about to address the Court with the 
view of getting judgment entered for the plaintiff, when 

His Honour said he felt he must direct that judgment 
must be entered for the plaintiff upon the finding of the 
jury. He supposed there was no question as to the 
sum of £30, as that was the amount of the insurance. 
He would, however, stay execution until the lst Decem- 
ber, so as to give the Association every opportunity of 
having the point argued in a higher Court if they 
thought desirable to do so. His Honour said he thought 
he should have entered the judgment that way even if 
he had had more doubt about the matter, for the reason 
that the defendants were presumably a wealthy corpora- 
tion, and it was rather for them to take proceedings of 
that kind than for the plaintiff, who was only an in- 
dividual farmer. 

Mr. Gibson again said he wished the Court to under- 
stand the Association did not wish to avoid payment, 
but they were obliged to do so upon principle. 

His Honour said the letter from the Association was 
a strong proof of that, as they said “if the death was 
caused by pleurisy and congestion of the lungs which 
were in no way connected with the foaling we regret we 
cannot pass the claim.” 

Mr. Phillips asked that costs might follow the ultimate 
judgment, and his Honour replied that he would give 
costs on the higher scale. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA IN CUMBERLAND. 


THomas NeEtson, yeoman, Egremont, was sum- 
moned by Superintendent Thornburrow for offences 
against the Contagious Diseases a Acts, at Cat- 
gill Hall, Egremont. There were several informations 
for similar offences on different dates. 

Mr. E. Atter appeared to prosecute, and Mr. T. How- 
son appeared for the defence. 

Superintendent THorNBuURRow stated that he received 
a communication on Saturday evening, the 19th of July, 
from Sergeant Irving, of Egremont, and he visited Mr. 
Nelson’s farm on Sunday morning, the 20th, in company 
with Mr. Soulsby. He saw the animal which Mr. Nelson 
had reported, and it was slaughtered that morning. He 
had some conversation with Mr. Nelson, and asked him 
if the remainder of his cattle were all healthy, and he 
said they were as far as he knew. He also asked Mr. 
Nelson if he had had any disease this spring, or at any 
time lately amongst his cattle, and he said he had not. 
Nothing was said by Mr. Nelson about his having doc- 
tored an Irish cow, and he said nothing about three cows 
that had died. On Sunday, the 27th, he again visited 
Mr. Nelson’s farm in company with Mr. John Bell, the 
chief veterinary inspector. Mr. Nelson then said an 
Irish cow had been ailing two or three weeks before, that 


he had had it inside, but it was better. That cow was 
mixed in with 19 other Trish cattle. On that occasion 


| 

if | x. 
i+ 
3 
We 

? 3 

. 

} 

| 

J 

ih 

| 

AY 

: 

ri 


August 30, 1890. 


THE VETERINARY RECORD. 113 


Mr. Nelson did not say anything about the three animals 
which had been buried. He saw Mr. Nelson again on 
the Sunday following, the 3rd of August, when Mr. Nel- 
son told him that he had bought the Irish cow on the 9th 
of April, and that she had been ill shortly after he had 
bought her. In consequence of a communication which 
Inspector Hope had made to witness he then knew about 
three animals which Mr. Nelson had buried. With 
regard to the first, Mr. Nelson said she had died about 
three days after he got her. Mr. Nelson said she was ill 
when she came, she never seemed to rally, and she died 
right off. As regards the second, he had treated her for 
a cold, and she was ill when the other one died. He said 
he had given her warm drinks and nourishment, but she 


died, and he admitted burying that one too. That would 


be about the 16th or 17th of April. The third one was 
taken ill about the middle of May, and he thought it 
was a case of inflammation, and he bled her, but she 
died in about a week. Mr. Nelson said he had bought 
two of them from John Mulholland, an Irish cattle 
dealer, and the third one he said he bought from a man 
named Cunningham. On Monday, the 4th of this month, 
the carcases of the animals which had been buried were 
dug up. The red cow, which had been mixed with the 
animals, was sent down to Whitehaven and slaughtered. 
Mr. Bell, V.S., was present. That animal was found to 
be badly diseased with pleuro-pneumonia. The whole of 
the animals were ultimately slaughtered for having been 


in contact with the diseased animals. Five out of the 20 | 


larly noticed, and Mr. Nelson said it had been unwell 
three weeks before, but it was doing well now. That 
was the red cow. He took three or four of them, and 
made an examination, but he was not able then to find 
any active signs of disease, although their temperature 
was a little high. It was not very easy to detect pleuro- 
pneumonia unless the active stage was existing. There 
was no shed or building wherein he could have made a 
careful examination. He reported to the Local Autho- 
rity at the time. No statement was made to him then of 
Mr. Nelson having buried any animals. He heard 
nothing of that till a later period. He examined the 
red cow’s lungs on the 29th of July. On the right lobe 
there was a tumour of many months standing. A dense 
fibrous cyst had given way, and no doubt fresh infection 
had been set up,as another smaller cyst had arisen. The 
old one was of many months standing, four or five 
months at the least. She was clearly suffering from 
pleuro, and was then in a state of infecticn. Two or 
three of the cattle did not look well, but he only made 
a cursory examination, knowing that they would have to 
be slaughtered. On the 4th of this month he made a 
post-mortem examination of the carcases exhumed. 
None of the carcases had been previously opened. One 
of them, a cow, which was the first to die, according to 
Mr. Nelson’s information was free from disease, the 
other two were heifers. One of them, Mr. Nelson 
informed him, died about the middle of April, and that 
animal had had the disease in a very acute state; the 


were found to be ailing from pleuro-pneumonia, and one | disease had run its course. The other one had had the 


of them was a case of very long standing. 


Inspector Horr stated that on the 30th of July, by 


left lung diseased. If a veterinary surgeon had been 
called in before, undoubtedly if the usual tests had been 


Supt. Thornburrow’s instructions, he went to see Mr. adopted, the symptoms would have made him suspicious 
Nelson, to endeavour to trace the history of the red cow, | that pleuro-pneumonia existed—By Mr. Howson : Out 


seeing that it had had the disease for such a length of 
time. In the course of his enquiries, Mr. Nelson in- 


formed him that three of is animals had died during | 


of the 20 animals slaughtered only two showed old stages 
of the disease, one being of very old standing, and the 
other probably of two months standing. Regular in- 


the Spring, the first immediately after the 9th of | spections were made of Irish cattle on the other side of 
April, on which date he bought a number of cattle, | the water. No farmer could have detected that this ani- 


and one of the lot died about three days after it came to | 


mal had the old disease upon her, that would be quite an 


his place. A second one also died, and another one | impossibility—The Chairman: Can you tell with any 
died shortly afterwards, about the middle of April. He | certainty when an animal is suffering from pleuro /— 


asked Mr. Nelson if he had skinned the animal, and he 
replied, “She was buried unopened.” Mr. Nelson said | 


he made no post-mortem. Witness was present when the 

red cow was killed. She was badly diseased. He was at 
Catgill Hall when the cows were exhumed, and Mr. Nel- 
son admitted they were the animals which had died. 
ri Bell was present and made a post-mortem examina- 
ion. 

Mr. Souussy, V.S., stated that on Sunday, the 20th of 
last month, he was present when an animal on Mr. Nel- 
son’s farm was slaughtered. The consolidation of one 
lung showed unmistakeable signs of pleuro-pneumonia. 
The disease might be of from 21 to 28 day’s standing. 
If any complaint had been made to the Local Authority, 
it would have been his duty in this district to have 
attended and made an examination of the cattle. It 
would have been done without any expense to the far- 
mer.—Mr. Howson : Suppose I am a farmer, how can I 
find out whether an animal is suffering from pleuro or 
not !—Witness : I should say that he could not tell. The 
proper way for a farmer to do was to call in a veterinary, 
and then he would be told. He thought he could have 
Mr. Nelson.—The Chairman: Can you tell 

eyond all doubt when an animal is living that it is 
from pleuro- pneumonia? — Witness: Not 
beyond all doubt. 

Mr. Jouy Bez, V.S., Carlisle, chief veterinary in- 
Spector for the county, stated that on J uly 22nd he 
—— Mr. Nelson’s farm in company with Mr. Thorn- 
Se tow. His attention was called to 20 cattle. Mr. 

elson came to them in the field, and he called Mr. Nelson’s 
attention to some of the animals. One cow he particu- 


Witness: I have had a large experience, have examined 
a large number, and [ have never made a mistake. 

This was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. T. Howson, for the defence, stated that if his 
client had had any knowledge or suspicion that pleuro 
existed amongst his stock, he would have called in a 
veterinary, and had he ever suspected that pleuro existed 
he would have given notice. If professional men like Mr. 
Bell and Mr. Soulsby could not easily detect the disease, 
how could a farmer be expected to do so. The Act 
under which these proceedings were taken was contrary 
to the spirit of English law, for it put upon a defendant 
to prove a negative. 

The CrerKk: An absence of guilty knowledge is not 
sufficient. It must be shewn that he took reasonable 
diligence to acquire the knowledge. 

Tuomas Netson, the defendant, stated that every 
Spring he bought a number of young Irish cattle. This 
Spring he bought a red cow from Cunningham, an Irish 
dealer. He thought the cow bore the mark that it was 
free from disease. They were all marked. In that lot 
there were 31 cattle. They went into a field not far 
from the house on the 9th of April. He saw the herd 
from day to day. Nothing appeared to ail the red cow 
for a tew days, and then it did not appear so well, and he 
took it in. In wentinto the field again, and was never 
out to June, when he thought it had got a very bad cold, 
He bought some drinks at Egremont, gave them to it, 
and in the course of a few days it appeared to be all 


right and was turned out again. It ailed nothing more 


that he saw. He did not give any notice about it, be- 
cause he did not think it was necessary. He did not 
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suspect he had such a disease as pleuro on his farm ; 
he thought it was only a case of a common nature, and 
he treated it as such, When the cow showed that it was 
getting worse, he sent for Dr. Thompson, who gave it 
some physic, and it then breathed freer. From what 
Thompson said he was suspicious that such a thing as 

leuro might be there, and he reported next morning. 

e thought it was every man’s duty to report where he 
was suspicious of pleuro, and it would have been to his 
interest to have reported it. He had never had pleuro 
among his herd before—By Mr. Atter: He was aware 
there had been a great amount of disease amongst cattle 
in North Cumberland, and he was aware that he had to 
report pleuro. He did not know, however, that he had 
to report any other disease. He did not think it was 
desirable to report the cattle he had, because he did not 
think much was ailing them. : 

Mr. D. Tuompson, V.S., Blackbeck, stated that he 
remembered being sent for on the 18th of July to see an 
Irish heifer at Mr. Nelson’s. He fouud it to be in a 
very bad way. It appeared to be suffering from lung 
complaint, but he could not say it was suffering from 
alg guacaner He attended to it, and told Mr. 

elson to report the matter. He was afraid a farmer 
had no chance of detecting pleuro-pneumonia. 

The magistrates then retired, and on their return 
into court, The CuarrMan (Mr. J. R. Bain) said: In the 
four cases—three of not giving notice, and one of not 
isolating—we find the charges proved, and Mr. Nelson 
bag have pay £5 in each case, including costs, £20 
in all. 


THE PLEURO-PNEUMONIA ACT. 
By Tuomas Wattey, Principal, Royal Veterinary College 


The Pleuro-Pneumonia Act has, I think, been univer- 
sally accepted by all interested in the matter as an earn- 
est of the desire of those responsible for the suppression 
of the disease to do all that in them lies to accomplish 
that end. Foremost amongst the objections urged was 
the roundabout way in which it was proposed to deal 
with cases, or suspected cases, of pleuro in the first in- 
stance, and that if the proposal was adopted in its 
entirety it would lead to much unnecessary delay in 
grappling with the enemy. At the conference 
in London I ventured to express the opinion 
that every veterinary inspector should hare full 
power to slaughter, and that without moment’s loss of 
time, every animal that came under his notice showing 
the symptoms of pleuro-preumonia, Other points upon 
which I expressed a strong opinion were the desirability 
of making the notification of all forms of disease existing 
amongst their stocks compulsory on all owners of cattle ; 
and also that tuberculosis—so far as actually diseased 
animals were concerned—should be scheduled as a contagious 
disease, 

It is made compulsory on all stock-owners to notif 
the existence of any illness affecting their cattle. The 
effects of this clause will be far-reaching and its benefits 
great to the country at large, and to the members of the 
veterinary profession in particular: and it will be*es- 
pecially beneficial if failure to make such notification is 
visited by prompt punishment of offenders. 

If this notifying clause is rigorously enforced, it will 
not only be the means of checking the spread of the 
disease : it will ensure to the members of the veterin: 
profession the due recognition of their services aad 
considerable addition to their too often “ 
incomes, 

Once it is proved to the satisfaction o 
of Agriculture that disease does exist, oy ten ah 


precarious 


be clearly attributable to the veterinary inspector, 
as he is charged with the duty of examining the herd, 
and of having every diseased animal slaughtered with- 
out loss of time. This is certainly acknowledging the 
professional services of the veterinary surgeon ; but 
in a more marked degree, and very unexpectedly, are 
his services recognised by the further instructions that 
the veterinary inspector shall make a post-mortem ex- 
amination of all the animals slaughtered under the 
provisions of the order, and that he alone shall be the © 
_ judge as to whether the flesh of such animals is fit for 
coma food or otherwise. By these various means 
is the position of the veterinary profession placed on,a 
totally different basis to any it has ever before occupied 
in this country. At first sight it does seem derogatory 
to the dignity of a professional man that he is not to 
be entrusted with the power of deciding on the ex- 
istence or non-existence of pleuro-pneumonia by the 
aid of a post-mortem examination; but personally I 
am not much surprised that such power has been with- 
held, as I have ample warrant for saying that thousands 
of animals have during the past two years been sacri- 
ficed as the result of false diagnoses, and hundreds 
have been spared by the timely recognition of the 
fact that a false diagnosis had been made; and 
in addition, the abuse of the spirit of the orders 
issued under the original Act, of declaring the existence 
of pleuro-pneumonia in cases which no post-mortem 
examinations of diseased animals have been made, will 
be effectually suppressed.—The Scotsman. 


THE PLEURO-PNEUMONIA ACT. 


To the Editor of The British Medical Journal. 
SIR, 

The provisions of this Act indicate the completest 
impotence of veterinary medicine. It is a calamity if 
the wholesale slaughter of healthy animals is the only 
means science can suggest for stamping out a disease. 
If pleuro-pneumonia be contagious, will not complete 
isolation prevent its spread? If it be infectious, will 
the barbarous practice of butchering all animals around 
an affected one determine its ravages / 

Some years ago a young cow was taken suddenly ill 
at the farm I was living at; the local farrier at once 
pronounced it the “ pleura,’ and said the whole stock 
would likely be attacked. Without delay I removed 
the patient to a stable, a distance of sixty yards away, 
had the shifter cleansed and and also 
the stable, which was now my hospital. The cow died 
on the third day, and on examination I found it a dis- 
tinct case of “pleuro-pneumonia.” The carcass was 
at once buried ; not another case was affected. 

In Lancashire last week forty-eight sound animals 
_were slaughtered and, I presume, buried. _It is simply 
_monstrous, while we have our markets flooded with im- 
ported meat of a very third-rate quality, and at a price we 
ought to be able to procure good English meat at. But 
| take the loss to the country at only £15 a beast—+£790. 
|For this sum fifteen hospitals, of six compartments 
| each, could be built in brick. | What, Sir, is to prevent 

every farm having such provision ? 
| I trust you will take up this matter, and bring the 
| Power an influence of the medical profession to bear 
|upon it. Through the British JouRNAl 
much can be done.—I am, etc., 


Old Trafford. Jas, Brassey Brierey, M.D. 
P.S.—In three out of every five butchers’ shops yo" 


| can find a tuberculous pair of lungs hanging up. 
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POISONING OF HORSES WITH INDIAN 
VETCHES. 


It is requisite again to warn stockowners against 
the use of the small, black, foreign vetches—the 
Lathyrus sativus, imported from Egypt and the 
East. Moderate amounts of this variety of pulse. 
when giver to horses, or smaller amounts continued 
for a considerable period, produce attacks of diffi- 
cult breathing. somewhat allied to the worst forms 
of roaring. The symptoms come on suddenly, but 
between the attacks the animal may show very little 
amiss. Spasm of the larynx seems to be the promi- 
nent pathological condition. The animal occas- 
ionally staggers and falls, and in some such paroxysm 
suddenly dies suffocated. There are no uniform 
evidences of disease of the larynx, lungs, or other 
internal organs. Several of these curious poison- 
ing cases have been reported since public attention 
was first directed to the fatal attacks which took 
place in Liverpool and Glasgow in 1886. Two 
deaths have recently occurred in pedigree Clydes- 
dale mares, and some details of these cases are re- 
ported by Professor M’Call in the Veterinarian of 
the present month. The mares had been receiving 
about half a pound of meal made from Indian vet- 
ches, and this small allowance was continued for 
about three months before any notable symptoms 
were exhibited. Indeed, the animals, it is stated, 
appeared in perfect health, and were said to be im- 
proving rapidly in condition for some time prior 
to death. But for about six weeks before a fatal 
issue, ‘when made to do a little rapid exercise, or 
even to make a sudden start, they were seized with 
great difficulty in breathing, and made a loud roar- 
ing sound, They then probably fell down, and 
were unable to get up for some time. When they 
rose, again they seemed all right.’ Both mares 
were seen apparently well a few minutes before 
they staggered, fell, and died. The small daily 
allowance of meal, doubtless, explains the long 
period which elapsed before any symptoms were pre- 
sented, and before death occurred. In other record- 
ed cases, animals have been affected, and have died 
within a fortnight or three weeks after the foreign 
vetches or the meal made from them was in use. 

The manner in which Lathyrus sativus proves 
fatal is not fully understood. It is probably no 
more poisonous than home-grown vetches. But 
it comes to this country suspiciously dirty, and 
mixed with dust. The grain is generally threshed 
out in the pristine manner by the treading of 
cattle, and may thus be contaminated with some 
micro-organism. But this organism has still to be 
isolated and studied, and its special power of induc- 
ing the fatal laryngeal spasm explained. Meanwhile 
these Indian vetches, and the meals made from 
them, must be avoided as food for horses. and 
probably also for other animals; nor does screen- 
ing them through an ordinary winnowing machine, 
or washing them, ensure them being used with 
'mpunity, for Professor M’Call’s informants state 
that the grain which destroyed the two mares had 
been washed before being milled. 

The North British Agriculturist. 


THE MEDICAL STAFF AND THE ARMY 
VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


The Veterinary Journal for August, in noticing the 
speech of Sir Andrew Clark to the Secretary for War, 
in which, alluding to the objection to giving medical 
officers military substantive rank and title that it would 
necessitate similar concessions to veterinary surgeons, 
chaplains, and other persons, and that there is no parallel 
between such persons and medical officers, says: Sir 
Andrew must have been altogether misinformed with 
regard to officers of the Army Veterinary Department, 
who certainly have a “stronger claim” to such rank 
than their brother officers of the Army Medical Staff. 
It continues: “ The latter are essentially non-comba- 
tants, as they were specially exempted by the Geneva 
Convention from capture and some other war risks on 
that account ;” while veterinary surgeons, being “ re- 
garded as combatant,” have no such exemption, They 
also “ accompany their regiments and corps into action,” 
and one of their number—Veterinary Surgeon Beech— 
had a captain’s commission in a cavalry regiment be- 
stowed for services in the field. 

*,* The claims of medical officers to the definite arm 
rank and title are of themselves quite strong enoug 
without being placed in competition with any other 
department. The veterinary staff is very essential to 
the efficiency of the army, and we would gladly see its 
position better recognised in a military sense; but to 
place its professional or military functions, as is here 
done, on a par—or even higher—than those of the medi- 
cal staff is too obviously absurd. Exemption from cap- 
ture under the Geneva Convention is a new definition 
of a non-combatant ; as it is also new to us that veteri- 
nary surgeons go into action as combatants. We thought 
their function on the battlefield was chiefly to superin- 
tend the destruction of poor brutes stricken down. We 
would remind our contemporary of the number of medical 
ofticers killed and wounded in action; and that to men 
who thus carry their lives with them into the zone of 
fire, the argument that they are “essentially non-comba- 
tant,’’ because, forsooth, they are theoretically “ exemp- 
ted by the Geneva Convention from capture and some 
other war risks on that account,’ is too subtle for 
their comprehension. British Medical Jownal, 


A Chief Constable fined. 


Silas Overend, cattle dealer, and Mr. Dunne, 
Chief Constable of Cumberland and Westmoreland, 
were charged before the Carlisle magistrates with 
moving cattle through a pleuro-pneumunia infected 
circle, in contravention of regulations. Mr. Dunne, 
who has a farm near Carlisle, bought the cattle from 
the other defendant in Carlisle Market, and they 
were subsequently driven to his farm, On the way 
they passed through part of the infected circle. Mr. 
Dunne, in defence, said although he was aware the 
city had been declared an infected circle, he did not 
know its limits. In previous outbreaks the roads had 
been left open. He believed such was the case on 
this occasion, aud that the route taken was outside 
the infected circle. He took the whole responsi- 
bility upon himself. The bench dismissed the 
summons against Overend, but found the case 
against Mr. Dunne proved, inflicting a penalty of 
£5 for each of seventeen animals. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE VETERINARY DEFENCE SOCIETY. 
Sir 
I have no special desire to interfere in the controversy 
now going on concerning this Society and its methods. 
I merely write to correct an error into which Mr. 
Greaves has fallen in his account of one of the cases he 
uses to illustrate his position. 
The case referred to last week by Mr. Greaves as 
“ No.2”? was an accident which happened in my hands. 
The horse, says Mr. Greaves “ was cast for firing hocks 
without owner’s consent or knowledge.’ I must state 
that the owner did know his horse was to be fired and 
he of course left the method of securing to our judge- 
ment. Iam quite clear that no negligence took place 
in casting the animal, and I say distinctly the only 


injury to the vertebree found on post-mortem examina-’ 


nation was fracture of the coccygeal bones—a lesion 
which could not account for the loss of power in the 
back and hind quarters. Sprain of the dorsal muscles 
was what happened ; and the coccygeal fracture was only 
a post-mortem accident. 

Had the case been fought I should have been much 
surprised if the plaintiff had obtained a verdict. I think 
the plaintiff was a shrewd man to “settle” for 05 10s. 
He most likely would have had costs to pay aud his 
horse was not worth £10 to begin with. I feel sure 
Mr. Greaves’ memory fa‘ls him in this case or that he 
only remembers the statements made by the plaintiff, 
and I hope that his other cases are stronger than this 
one or I fear his defence of the Society must rest upon 
a very frail foundation. In this case I think it well 
deserved to be called “A Settling” Society, but I 
venture no opinion as to the title being correct in other 
cases I quite agree that in some cases it is folly to 
fight. The question is—which shall be fought and I 
think the charge the Society has to meet is that they 
have been too little inclined to fight—too zealous in 
“ settling.” 

Yours obediently, 
DEFENDANT’s (then) AsstsTanv. 


THE NATIONAL VETERINARY ASSOCIATION, 
DEAR Sir, 

Has the above Society become non-existent / or what ? 

At the annual meeting last year [ took the liberty 
of saying, that I thought it was not in a very vigorous 
state of health, and that there was something wrong. 
I also took occasion to suggest a change, which I 
thought might help’ to restore, and prevent it from 
premature decay. I did not think then that it had 
quite breathed its last because we arranged to hold 
a meeting in Dublin this week, and of course was 
looking forward to spending a few enjoyable days in 
Erin-go-bragh—along with my friends. To my astonish- 
ment when | enquired of the Secretary, the time and 
place of meeting, he replied that “he knew nothing 
about it, and feared it would not take place.” Of 
course not knowing anything about it himself, he 
could not inform me nor the members, of what’ was 
taking place, or rather of what was not to take place— 
which I think he ought to have done. Surely there 
Is some grave dereliction of duty here. I wonder 
who can tell anything about it? and who is respon- 
sible for the miserable collapse? The Secretary said 
last year that he was determined to defend the Asso- 
ciation against all assailants, or interference with 
its well-being. I hope he has not overdone it. No 
doubt he can give an explanation of his conduct 
satisfactory to himself, but [ question ywhether it will 
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Veterinary Medical Societies—Addresses. 


Bompay V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. H. Steel, F.8.¢.v.s., ¥.2.8. 
Hon. Sec: S. K. Nariman, Esq.. M.D., B.SC., L.V.8C. 


Borperx Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. T. Greaves, ¥.x.c.v.s., Knott Mill, Manchester. 
Hon. See: Mr. J. Armstrong, M.R.c.v.s., Penrith, Cumberland 
Catcutta V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Greenhill, m.R.c.v.s. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Assheton Smith, 156 Diurrumtollah. 
CrenrraL V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. Williwsm Hunting, F.n.c.v.s., 
20 Fulham Road, London, 8.W. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Sidney Villar, r.x.c.v.s., Harrow-on-the-Hill. 
Meetings, First Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, First Avenue Hotel, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


Eastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. J. Kitchin, m.r.c.v.s., Norwich. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. R. S. Barcham, m.z.c.v.s., North Walsham. 


Ver. Mep. Assn. or IRELAND. 
Pres: Mr.C. Steel, r.x.c.v.s., 12 North-circular-road, Dublin 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. McKenny, M.R.c.v.s., 
116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin. 
LancasutrF V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. A. Tavlor, F.R.c.v.s., Brick-st., Manchester. 
Hon. Sec : Mv. Peter Pike, M.r.c.v.s., Manchester. 
Meetinys, 2nd Wednesday in March, June, Sept., & Dec. 


V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr.¥. L. Gooch, r.R.c.v.s., Siamfor |, Lincolnshire 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. Smith, m.x.c.v.s., Huntingdon. 


Mipuanp Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. F. W. Wragg, r.8.c.v.s. 17 Church Lane, London,E. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. John Malcolm, F.R.c.v.s., 
Holiday-street Wharf, Birmingham. 
Meetings, Second Friday in Feb., May, Aug., and Nov. 


NarionaL VEr. ASSOCIATION. 
Pres: Professor Pritchard, * Regents Park-road, London. 


Sec: Mr. G. A. Banham, r.x.c.v.s., Downing-st., Cambridge. 
Treas. and Chairman of Prov. Com: Mr. F. Wragg, F.8.¢.v.S., 
17 Church-lane, Whitechapel. 
Local Sec: Mr. Sidney Villar, u.n.c.v.s., Harrow-on-the-Hill 
Nortu or Eneuanp V.M.A. 

Pres: Mr. J. W. T. Moore, F¥.R.c.v.s., 

16 Albany Terrace, Whitley, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Hon. See: Mr. W. A. Hancock, M.R.c.v.s., 


2 Holly Avenue, Killingworth, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 


Roya, Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. A. Wheatley, r.n.c.v.s., Reading, Berks. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. Kidd, r.n.c.v.s., Hungerford, Berks. 


Royat Scortisu Y.S. 
Pres: Mr. Reid, u.n.c.v.s., Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, .R.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshire 


ScorrisH Merroponitan V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. H. Thompson, ».x.c.v.s., Aspatria, Cumberland. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Rutherford, m.r.c.v.s., 

12 Bread Street, Edinburgh. 
Sourn Duruam anp Nortu YorksHtre V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. Nettleton, Northallerton. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Awde, Stockton-on-Tees. 


SovurHern Counties V.M.S. 

Pres: Professor W. Pritchard, 

5 Regents-park-road, London, N.W. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. A. Hollingham, 

79 Anerley Road, London, 8.E 


Western Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. P. Heath, m.n.c.v.s., Southernhay, Exeter. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Penhile, v.r.c.v.s., Barastaple, Devon. 


West or Scornanp V.M.A. 

Pres: Mr. A. Robinson, ¥.n.c.v.s., 

37 West Burn-street, Greenock, N.B. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. James Weir. 


be so to others, and I await it with anxiety. 


1 am Sir, yours faithfull 
Oxford, 26th August, 1890. Jas. P. L. 


YorxsHireE V.M.A. 

Pres: Mr. A. W. Briggs, u.n.c.v.s., Halifax. 

Hon. Sec: Mr. W. F.Greenhalgh, u.x.c.v.s., Hunslet, Leeds. 
Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April, July, and October- 


Of. Hon. Sec’: Mr. J. D. Parokh, 4.8.v.c., Bombay Vet. Coil. 
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